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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) [x] Claim(s) 1-21 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Applicant argument filed October 02, 2006 with the rejection of respect to claims 
1-21 under Werner are found not to be persuasive. 

Regarding claims 1-8. 10-17 and 19-20: In page 7 and 8 applicant argues, with 
respect to claims 1-8, 10-17 and 19-20 "a controller capable of dividing the digital 
still image file in to a plurality of sub-picture files, the controller further capable of 
constructing an MPEG video stream from the plurality of sub-picture files" and on 
page 8 " Specifically, at no point does Werner suggest anything related to 
dividing a still image file into a plurality of sub-picture files. Werner doesn't teach 
anything about files at all". 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. Werner does teach, "Decoding 
engine processor programmed to decompress video data. Also Werner teaches various 
compression standards include JPEG and MPEG program to decompress still or motion 
algorithms (column 5 lines 27-58)". It is inherent JPEG or MPEG decoder to divide 
digital still image in to plurality Macroblock or block and reconstruct to a picture or 
frame. There is no difference between constructing an MPEG video from the plurality of 
sub-picture and constructing an MPEG video from plurality of Macroblock since sub- 
picture made of plurality blocks. Also MPEG video is made of plurality image file or 
frames. 
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Regarding claims 9. 18 and 21: In page 8-9 applicant argue, with respect to 
dependent claims 9, 18 and 21^5taim8-9, 8 and 21 are allowable for the reason 
discussed in claims 1-8, 10-17 and 19-20^^ • 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees as discussed above and in the 
last office action with respect to claims 1-8, 10-17, and 19-20. Also Demos does teach 
"the technique of overlapped block motion compensation (OBMC) in MPEG4 could be 
utilized to smooth the transition between the blocks" (column 43 lines 56-59). 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-8, 10-17 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Werner (US 6151074) as set in the last office action. 
Regarding claim 1-4: Werner descloses an apparatus for displaying a digital still 
image file using a Moving Picture Expert Group (MPEG) standard comprising; a 
controller capable of dividing the digital still image file into a plurality of sub-picture files 
and capable of constructing an MPEG video stream from the plurality of sub-picture files 
(column 5 line 27-37 and line 55-68 respectively). 
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An MPEG processor capable of decoding the MPEG video stream to generate a 
plurality of decoded sub-pictures and scaling down the plurality of decoded sub-picture 
to a plurality of reduced size decode sub-picture (column 5 line 55-68); further capable 
of storing the plurality of reduced size decoded sub-pictures in a display buffer (column 
3 line 61-67 and column 4 lines 1-7); further capable of displaying contents of the 
display buffer only after the MPEG video stream is decoded and further capable of 
freezing display of display buffer contents until a second MPEG video completely 
decoded (column 3 line 61-67 and column 4 lines 1-7). 
Regarding claim 5-8: Werner discloses an apparatus as set forth claim 1 further 
including decoded memory that stores the decoded sub-pictures (column 5 line 8-26); 
a controller is further capable of determining a size for each of the plurality of sub- 
picture files and by calculating a quantity of 16 x 16 pixel macro blocks that is less than 
a maximum quantity of macro blocks that the MPEG processor can accept and decode 
and also capable of determining that the size of each of the plurality of sub-picture files 
does not exceed a size of the display buffer (column 5 line 55-68 and column 6 line 1- 
2). 

Regarding claim 10-14: Werner discloses a digital video player capable of displaying a 
digital still image from a digital data storage medium (column 3 line 37-39) comprising 
a controller capable of dividing the digital still image file into a plurality of sub-picture 
files and capable of constructing an MPEG video stream from the plurality of sub-picture 
files (column 5 line 27-37 and line 55-68 respectively). 
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An MPEG processor capable of decoding the MPEG video stream to generate a 
plurality of decoded sub-pictures and scaling down the plurality of decoded sub-picture 
to a plurality of reduced size decode sub-picture (column 5 lines 27-37 and lines 55- 
67 respectively); a memory for storing the plurality of decoded sub-picture files 
(column 5 line 8-26); MPEG processor further capable of storing the plurality of 
reduced size decoded sub-pictures in a display buffer (column 3 lines 61-67 and 
column 4 lines 1-7); MPEG processor further capable of displaying contents of the 
display buffer only after the MPEG video stream is decoded and further capable of 
freezing display of display buffer contents until a second MPEG video completely 
decoded (column 3 lines 61-67 and column 4 lines 1-7). 

Regarding claims 15-17: Werner discloses an apparatus as set forth in claims 10 a 
controller capable of determining a size for each of the plurality of sub-picture files 
(column 5 line 55-68 column 6 line 1-2 respectively); a controller is further capable of 
determining a size for each of the plurality of sub-picture files and by calculating a 
quantity of 16 x 16 pixel macro blocks that is less than a maximum quantity of macro 
blocks that the MPEG processor can accept and decode and further capable of 
determining that the size of each of the plurality of sub-picture files does not exceed a 
size of the display buffer (column 5 line 55-67 column 6 line 1-2 respectively). 
Regarding claim 19-20: Werner discloses a method for displaying a digital still image 
file from digital video player comprising; dividing the digital still image file into a plurality 
of sub-picture files; constructing an MPEG video stream file from the plurality of sub- 
picture files; decoding the MPEG video stream file to generate a decoded MPEG video 
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stream file; scaling the decoded MPEG video stream file to a reduced size video stream 
file; and transmitting the reduced size video stream file to a display; further the step of 
determining a size for the display prior to scaling the decoded MPEG video stream file 
(column 5 line 55-67 and column 6 line 1-2 respectively). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 9, 18 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Werner as applied to claim 1-8, 10-17 and 19-20 above, and further in view of 
Demos (US 6728317) as set in the last office action. 

Regarding claims 9. 18 and 21: claims are drawn to an apparatus and method 
depends in claims 7, 16 and 21 respectively; where each of sub-picture files can be 
scaled down by overlapping a current sub-picture row of macro blocks with a last row of 
macro blocks from a subsequent sub-picture file. 

See the teachings of Werner above. Werner does not teach a sub-picture files can be 
scaled down by overlapping a current sub-picture row of macro blocks with a last 
row of macro blocks from a subsequent sub-picture file. However, Domes teaches 
the enhancement of edges or borders of a frame (column 14 lines 16-25) and the 
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technique of overlapped block motion compensation in MPEG 4 (column 43 lines 24- 
63). 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel Tekle whose telephone number is 571-270-1 117. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am to 5:00pm M-R and 7:30-4:00 Every 
other F.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thai Tran can be reached on 571-272-7382. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





Daniel Tekle 



